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Kevi n Lamar Brooks appeals his jury-trial conviction for
being a felon in possession of a firearm 18 U S.C. 8§ 922(g)(1).
He contends that the evidence was insufficient to support his
convi cti on.

Because Brooks failed to renew his Fed. R Cim P. 29
motion, this court reviews the sufficiency of evidence “not under
the usual standard of review for clains of insufficiency of
evi dence but rather under a nmuch stricter standard.” United

States v. Ruiz, 860 F.2d 615, 617 (5th Gr. 1988). The court is

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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limted to determ ning “whether there was a mani fest m scarri age
of justice.” 1d. (citation and internal quotation marks
omtted).

Brooks argues that the Governnent did not denonstrate beyond
a reasonabl e doubt that he actually knew about and possessed the
firearm which was found between the mattress and box springs of
a bed. However, there was testinony that Brooks, who was
physically present in the residence when the firearm was
di scovered by | aw enforcenent officers, admtted that the firearm
was his. There was al so evidence that Brooks’s driver’s |icense
was found in a drawer in the sane bedroomas the firearm and
that mail was sent to Brooks at the residence. The evidence
adduced at trial was sufficient to establish Brooks’ s possession

of the firearm See United States v. Mergerson, 4 F.3d 337, 349

(5th Gr. 1993). Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court

i s AFFI RMVED.



